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THE TEXT YOU ARE VIEWNG | S A COVPUTER- GENERATED OR RETYPED VERSI ON OF A
PAPER PHOTOCOPY OF THE ORI G NAL. ALTHOUGH CONSI DERABLE EFFORT HAS BEEN
EXPENDED TO QUALI TY ASSURE THE CONVERSI ON, |IT MAY CONTAI N TYPOGRAPHI CAL
ERRORS. TO OBTAIN A LEGAL COPY OF THE ORI G NAL DOCUMENT, AS IT
CURRENTLY EXI STS, THE READER SHOULD CONTACT THE OFFI CE THAT ORI G NATED
THE CORRESPONDENCE OR PROVI DED THE RESPONSE.

DATE: Cct ober 17, 1977
SUBJECT: New Source Revi ew Mbdel i ng Emi ssion Baselines
FROM Director, Division of Stationary Source Enforcenent

TO Davi d Kee, Chief,
Air Enforcenent Branch, Region V

This is in response to your nmeno dated Septenber 23, 1977 concerning
em ssi on baselines for new source review

General ly, when conducting an air quality analysis the allowabl e
em ssion rate is used for purposes of defining the enission baseline. This
al | onabl e em ssion rate could be part of the applicable state inplenmentation
plan (SIP), the new source review pernmt, a new source performance standard,

or any other federally enforceable requirement. However, in the absence of
an em ssion limt the baseline for new source revi ew nust be the actual
em ssions of the source. 1In this case, | would concur wth your concerns

for protection of the short termanbient air quality standard and woul d
reconmend t he use of the higher sulfur nunber 6 fuel oil as the em ssion
basel i ne, unless the nunmber 6 fuel oil will only be used in an energency
situation as defined in Section 110(f) of the Cean Air Act amendnents of
1977. In order to assure continued maintenance of the national anbient air
qual ity standards, we cannot allow for mal function type situations under
SIPs. In addition, the schene outlined in your nmeno appears to provide for
the use of nunber 6 fuel oil as a normal condition and not only during an
unavoi dabl e upset.

If you have any additional questions or comments, please contact Rich
Bi ondi (755-2564) of ny staff.

Edward E. Reich

cc: Dick Rhoads - CPDD
M ke Trutna - CPDD

UNI TED STATES ENVI RONMVENTAL PROTECTI ON AGENCY
REG ON V
DATE: SEP 23 1977

SUBJECT: New Source Revi ew Mbdel i ng Emi ssion Baselines

FROM David Kee, Chief
Air Enforcenent Branch

TO Edward E. Reich, Director
Di vision of Stationary Source
Enf or cenent (EN-341)

We have received a question fromthe State of Wsconsin which we woul d
appreci ate your views on.

In a case where a proposed new boiler is designed for use on | ow sul fur #2
oil with a standby capability of burning higher sulfur #6 oil, would the
State be required to do its air quality inpact assessnent on the basis of
t he standby fuel ?
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Qur initial response was that concern for the protection of the 24-hour
standard woul d require that nmodeling be based on the higher sul fur content
fuel. The view was expressed, however, that since the fuel would only be
used in an energency that it should be treated as a mal function type of
situation and not be nmade part of the new source assessnent.

I woul d appreciate your determ nation on this matter.

Davi d Kee



